IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTPICT OF COLUMBIA 


SULIUS W. HOBSON, et al. 
| Plaintiffs, — 
We : Civil Action No. 82-66 


eee 


CARL I. HANSEN, et al. 


Ye Defendants. : 
AS MOTION OF DEFENDANTS TO MCDIFY DECREE 
=| 


kS .— Defendants move this Court to modify that portion of the May 25, 


a 


1, decree in the above-referenced cause which requires 


y 
S. fendants to file a compliance report with the Court by October 1 
P| each calendar year. Defendants submit that the reporting date 
ould be moved back to December 1 for the following reasons- 
st The experience of defendants during the past academic year 
1 Phas demonstrated the October 1 reporting date is too early in the 
School year to give an accurate picture of the actual operations of 
ae School system, When schools opened in September, 1971, the 
enrolinent in many schools proved to be significantly different than 
projections made during the previous summer. In most instances, 
these differences were due to unpredidable events, such as the early 
opening of a housing project, or to the shifting nature of the population 
of Washington, D. C. 

Tie school system did make adjustments, both immediately and 
over tie course of the year, to brine affected schools back into 
compl ance with the Court's decree. However, defendants felt 
thems 2lves at public disadvantage ia having submitted a report to 
the Court on October 1, 1971, based upon projections which, in part, 


proved erroneous. 


A reporting date of December 1 would onyte this problem. The 
Board of Education has directed the school administration to prepare 
a compliance plan for the forthcoming school year; the initial 
assignments of teachers will be based upon projections of fall 
enrollments, However, final compliance cannot be realized until 
after the school system's official pupil enroliment count, which 
occurrs annually on the third Thursday of October. It is this count, 
reSulting teagrher reassignments, and recomputation of other data 
Specified in the decree which would form the basis of the report 
which would be submitted to the Court each December 1. 

Although children return to school the first week in September, 
experience has shown that actual enrollments do not become firm 
until the middle of October. For example, many children, especially 
those in kindergarten and first grade, are not registered by their 
parents until Gctober. 

fecondly, the school system is faced with an austerity budget 
for the 1972-73 school year. The Board of Education has reordered 
priorities and many positions are belng abolished. As the school 
system operates under Civil Service Commission Regulations, an 
elaborate "reduction in force" process has had to be put in operztion. 
in effect, this means that some adriinistrators will be returning to 
the classroom and some classroom teachers will be terminated. The 
names and salaries of all those involved will not be known until 
mid-August. Those administrator: returning to chssrooms will 
have to be reassigned in accordance with the provisions of the 
May 25, 1971, decree. z 

Finally, the number of specil subject matter teachers (reading, 
mathematics, art, music, etc.) available in elementary education has 
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been reduced. In light of this fact, the school administration has 
been directed to develop a method for distributing those teachers 
which will provide more equitable support services to all children. 
The December I date will permit the submission of a report which 
Will reflect this distribution as an accomplished fact, with the 
result that the entire report will more accurately show actual 
per-pupil expenditures throughout the school system. 
WHEREFORE, defendants pray that that vortion of the May 25, 

1971, decree which requires defendants to file a compliance report 
with the Court by October 1 of each calendar year be amended so 
that defendants may be permitted until December 1 of each year to 
file said report. 

/a/ Cc. Francis Murphy 

C. FRANCIS MURPHY 

Corporation Counsel, D. C. 

/8/ doun A. Larnest 

JOHN A, EARNEST 

Assistant Corporation Counsel, D. C. 

/e/ Thames PF. Nedrich 

THOMAS F,. NEDRICH 

Assistant Corporation Counsel, D.C. 

Attorneys for Defendants 

District Zuilding 


Washincton, D. C. 20004 
629 4895 


he 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2024 with funding from 
Digitization funded by a generous grant from the National Endowment for the Humanities. 


https://archive.org/details/box9_correspondence_3 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Motion of Defendants 
to Modify Decree was mailed, postage prepaid, to Peter F. 
Rousselot, Esq., Attorney for Plaintiffs, 815 Connecticut 
Avenue, N. W., Washington, D. C. 20006, this BE day of 
July, 1972, 
/e/ Thomes F. Nedrich 
Assistant Corporation Counsel, D. C. 
Attorney for Defendants 


District Building 
Washington, D. C. . 20004 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS W. HOBSON, et al. : 
Plaintiffs, 3 
Vv. 3 Civil action No. 82-66 
CARL F. HANSEN, et al. : 
Defendants, 


MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF 


eB 


MOTION OF DEFENDA NIS TO MODIFY DECREE 


1, Hobson v. Hansen, 327 F. Supp. 844, 864 (D.D.C., 1971). 


2. The matters asserted in the body of the motion. 


/s/C, Francis Murohy 
C. FRANCIS MURPHY 
Corporation Counsel, D. C. 


je/d ohn A. Eaerncst 
JOUN A. EARFNES 
Assistant Corporation Counsel, D. C. 


/8/ Thomas Ek. Nedrich 
THOM AS R.N TEDPICI i 
Assistant Corroration ASA D. GC. 
Attorney for Defendants 
District Building 
Weshington, D. C. 


Cases or authorities chiefly relied on are marked by asterisks. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS W. HOBSON, et al. 
Plaintiffs, : 
ve : Civil Aedes No. 82-66 
CARL F, HANSEN, et al. 
Defendants. : 
ORDER 
Upon consideration of the motion of defendants to modify decree, 
itis, by the Court, this _day of , 1972, 
ORDERED: That that portion of the May 25, 1972, decree in the 
above- entitled cause which requires defendants to file a compliance 
report with the Court by October 1 of each calendar year be, and 
the Same is, hereby modified, and that henceforth defendants shall 


file said report by December 1 of each calendar year. 


JUDCE 


I hereby certify that a copy of the 
foregting cpropnosed order was mailed, 
postage prepaid, to Peter iF. Housselot, 
Esq., Attorney for Plaintiffs, 815 
Connecticut Avenue, N. W., Washington, 
D. C. 20006, this .2/day of July, 
1972. 

/e/ Thomas P. Nedrich 

Assistant Corporation Counsel, D. C. 
Attorney for Defendants 

District Building 

Washiigton, D. C. 20004 
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ENITSD STATES: DISTRICT Cote’ Part was 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ° ase) Warde 
Be Gat Se 
af = ane 
ee tnd Po 
JULIUS W. HOBSON et al., VAM ES se 
i: D4 a 
a py Qe fy 
Plaintiffs » Clase 
Ve | Civil Action No, $2-66. 


CARL F, HANSEN et al., 


Defendants 


ORDER 


Lt is ORDERED that the defendants herein respond in writing filed 
in’ thetrecerd by January 15, 1973. to plaintiffs’ motion for an order to 


show cause why defendants should not be held in contempteor this, court's.’ 


Gecreenons Mayes Tel OAL.” 


J. SKELLY WRIGHT* 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE 


Washington, D. C. 


December 26, 1972 b 


ot 


“Sitting by designation pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 291(c) (1970). 
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Exhibit A 


LN ORG UNETED STATES DESTRICT COURT 
POR HG DiGtRI CTs Or COLUMBIA 


iGtwoew- HOBSON, eteal., 
PlaanuLres:, : 
Vie : Civil Actions Non) 5 2=06 
CARL EE.sHANSEN, ete al., 


Defendants. 


ORDER 


The Court finds that the plaintiffs have established 
a prima facie case that the defendants are in contempt of this 
Counc rcEeOroeorOteMayec>,; 7L9/1l-rnccording ly sit fe eeseciay 
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the following named 
defendants: 
Marion Barry, Jr. 
Mattie G. Taylor 
Charles I. Cassell 
James E. Coates 
Raymond B. Kemp 
Hilda sH. Mason 
Delores Pryde 
Albert A. Rosenfield 
Martha S. Swaim 
Bacdy Janvee ol Gand 
Evie M. Washington 
Hughie vcmececc 
show cause why each of them should not be: 
(ie)aneldin contempt eolmiisis Court SeOrder oF 
May (257009 (ond 
(2.) fined at the rate of $10.00 per day per person 


from September 7, 1972, up to the date DEOL 


to January 29771973, onewhich)-conmpiiaance 
WiUCH@LOI SECOUnl somOrOem@ Of Mayalo 7. 10/7 1n1s 
restored; and 

(So)e -finedeat= the: ratesotms 100.0008 per acy per 
person for each day after January 29, 1973 
tChateanyeDistrictsoar Coniiaye enenrane 
school subject to this Court's decree of 
Mayer Oar lL oitertS OUCH OLCOMpITanCelwithathiac 


decree. 


J. Skelly Wright, 
Circuit Judge* 


Dated: December A A 


*Sitting by designation pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §291(c) 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


UU@avomN= ORSON, et al., 
Blaine ts, 
Vie : Civils Action No.) 82-66 
CARL F. HANSEN, et al., 


Defendants. 


Plaintatis Motion for An) Order To Show Cause 
Why Defendants Should Not Be Held In Contempt 
Of This Court's Decree Of May 25, 1971 


Plaintiffs respectfully move this Court for an order to 
show cause why the defendants should not be held in contempt of 
| this Court's decreesoreMay= 25, 1971, for the reasons set forth 


in the attached memorandum of points and authorities in support 


hereof and incorporated herein by reference. 


Respectfully submitted, 


-Peter F. Rousselot 
815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D. C. 20006 


Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Of Counsel: 


Ralph J. Temple 
American Civil Liberties 
Union Fund 

3000 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D. Cc. 20008 


Certificate of Service 


I, Peter F. Rousselot, hereby certify that one copy 
of the foregoing Motion For An Order To Show Cause Why Defendants 
Should Not Be Held In Contempt Of This Court's Decree of MayaZoi 
1971, together with the attached memorandum of points and 
authorities and Exhibits A - C in support thereof, was hand 
delivered thise20th day "of December 7.11972, 6 co Neal Dyckman, 
Assistant Corporation Counsel, D. C., an attorney for defendants, 
Room 335, District Building, 14th and E Streets, N. W., Washington 
D. C. 20004, and to each of the defendants named in the proposed 
Order To Show Cause (Exhibit A), c/o Gertrude L. Williamson, 
BX@CcutLVe ‘Secretary jabs C.. Board OL Education, .415)— 12th Street, 


Nee ey WASKENO CON LC mee 0004. 


Peter F. Rousselot 
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LNSIHE UNTTEDSSTATESS DISTRICT COURT 
FOR? THE> DISTRICT*OF “COLUMBIA 


JULIUS W. HOBSON, et al., 


Praimmerrts: ; 


Wes : Civil Action No. 82-66 
CARI E.sHANOEN, GlLral., 


Defendants. : 


Pteainevers. MemorandumeOfL Ports sand AULhOLLtTes 
Pie oUppOrt Of ©The meMotion FOreAne Order 10 .show 
Cause Why Defendants Should Not Be Held In 


Contempt Of Thiss CoumusssDecucemo taMavye2> pula 
Pier oauctLor., 

It is with the greatest regret that Plaintiffs must once 
eagatumLecuLri ato ethis = Courc Lor relief. We have sought, without 
success, to effect compliance with this Court's decree of May 25, 
1971, through negotiation with the defendants. 

Ine’ Les Opinion Nerein of Maye25, 19/1, this Court scaled 


CidctwscthiSslitigalion, “like aslalterm day VerslOnsOlm Jarndyce. 


Jarndyce", threatened to "consume the capital of the children in 
Whosembelali it was brought %) = -..5 Hobson v. Hansen, 32/7 F.Supp 
844, 859 (D.D.C. 1971). That capital has indeed been consumed, 


and plaintiffs have come to the firm conclusion that only 
Sanctions issued by this Court will prevent both Eurther capital 
expenditure and further contempt of this Court's May 25, 1971 


order. 


Defendants' November 30, 1972 Submission. 
On November 30, 1972, defendants submitted voluminous 


Sbamietical data tomihe Cour pursuentalLOmenceCOULtC us OrdersoL 
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Mave eo, as amended, August 1, 1972. Defendants do not 


dispute the fact that the data in the aforementioned submission 
show that 55 out of 132 District of Columbia Elementary Schools 
have been out of compliance with this Court's decree of May 25, 
1971 since the opening day of this school year -- September 7, 


Wuicweee Or example, Draper Blementany Schoolin Anacostia, still 
is being shortchanged of over $100,000 worth of teaching re- 
sources. This particular school was singled ae DygecCO TSE COUT, 
inelous Mavye2o;,l9 le Opinion, (32/5 maclpp. at cos) masSman. example 
of "one of many" schools being cheated. It is still being 
cheated. 

In a lame attempt to "explain" the massive contempt of 
this Court's May 25, 1971 order which has occurred, the defendants 
November 30, 1972 submission contains a one-page document entitled 
"Explanatory Notes Regarding Accompanying Reports". Simply 
stated, those "Notes" advise the Court that while the defendants 
are currently in contempt, Beecon as a new compliance "report" 
can be "revised and approved in accordance with directives of the 


Board of Education, it will be forwarded to the Court." By 


implication, the "Notes" blame one defendant -- the Board of 
Education -- for failing to approve a compliance plan drafted 
by another defendant -- the Superintendent. Accordingly, the 


plaintiffs in this case are being victimized by the widely 
publicized buck-passing currently taking place between the 
Superintendent and the School Board, even though both of them 
are before the Court as defendants herein. 
Plaintiffs' Initial Response To Defendants" November 30, 
1972 Submission. 

In an effort designed to avoid a renewed TFOunGso. 


litigation, plaintiffs' counsel wrote to defendants’ counsel on 
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December 6, 1972 (see Exhibit B attached), demanding that 
compliance with this Court's decree of May 72570119 71 benertected 


no later than December 20, 1972. 


Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs" December Gyo 2a betterr 

On December 20, 1972, defendants' counsel advised 
plaintiffs (see Exhibit C attached hereto) that defendants 
could not comply with this Court's decree DGlLOusLOmJania nye or 
1973 -- “the end of the first academic semester of the present 
Aaineiell year." Compliance even by that date would depend on 
approval by the Board of Education of a plan to be submitted 
to it. This is the same Board of Education which the Corporation 
Counsel advised in his December 20, 1972 letter had refused to 


even meet with him, despite his written request to do SOpmECO 
re PE IS Written request to do so, to 


discuss plaintiffs' letter of December Oe Log 


Concluszon. 

For the reasons outlined above, plaintiffs respectfully 
move for an order to show cause in the form attached hereto as 
Exhibit A why the defendants should not be held in contempt of 


Chics Court ss. orderiorLeMay 25 move 


RespectLullyesubmaitted:, 


Peter F. Rousselot 
815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D. C. 20006 


Of Counsel: Attorney for Plaintiffs 


Ralph J. Temple 

American Civil Liberties 
Union Fund 

S000BCCnnhecti cut Avenue, New. 
West UnGeon mL). Comers 0.008 
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ENS THESUNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR SHE] DISTRICTZOR: COLUMBIA 


JULLUSSWeeHORPSON, Chal ., 
Planes, 
Vin : Civil Action No. 82-66 
CARD enONoEN eS te als, : 


Defendants. 


Plat ntiit ic  SMouLlon For, An sOrder Torshows cause 
Why Defendants Should Not Be Held In Contempt 
Of This Court's Decree Of May 25, 1971 
Plaintiffs respectfully move this Court for an order to 
Show cause why the defendants should not be held in contempt of 
this Court's decree of May 25, 1971, for the reasons set forth 


in the attached memorandum of points and authorities in support 


hereof and incorporated herein by reference. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Peter F. Rousselot 
815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D.) C.umec0006 


Attorney for Plaintiffs 
Of Counsel: 


Ralph J. Temple 
American Civil Liberties 
Union Fund 
BOOOMGOnneCctiLCUL Avenue 
Wasim tory) ..C. 20008 


Certificate of “Service 


Grebe teme. Kousselot, hereby certify that one copy 
of the foregoing Motion For An Order To Show Cause Why Defendants 
should" Not eBewHela In Contempt Of This Court's Decree of May 25, 
1971, together with the attached memorandum of points and 
autchoritiesseand Exhibits A - C in support thereof, was hand 
delivered this 2ist day of December, 1972, to Neal Dyckman, 
Assistant Corporation Counsel, D. C., an attorney for defendants, 
Rooms 35 eDrserirct Buriding, 14th and BeStreets,, N.We,eWashing ton 
D. C. 20004, and to each of the defendants named in the proposed 
Order To Show Cause (Exhibit A), c/o Gertrude L. Williamson, 
BXecuwl CmoceLetva bys D.C bOALG OL haucation, 4l5)— -l2th Stream 


NemaWie Was banc Ol mL eC ue 0.04" 


Peter F. Rousselot 


— 


ade oe 


°~@ i 
@e 7 


‘ 
° 
‘® 


SJ 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
PORSTHE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS@W. HOBSON, et aly; 
Piainciiris, 
wae : Civil Action No. 82-66 
CARL i HANSEN Gl cal. , 


Defendants. 


Plaintiffs' Memorandum Of Points And Authorities 
In Support Of Their Motion For An Order To Show 
Cause Why Defendants Should Not Be Held In 


Contempt Of This Court's Decree of May 25, 1971. 
incroduction, 

It is with the greatest regret that Plaintiffs must once 
againererurneatOsenis Courts torerelier Wes have sought, without 
success, to effect compliance with this Court's decree of May 25, 
1971, through negotiation with the defendants. 

In its opinion herein of May 25, 1971, this Court stated 
that this litigation, “like a latter day version of Jarndyce v. 


Jarndyce", threatened to "consume the capital of the children in 


whose behalf it was brought * * *." Hobsonev. Hansen; 3275) supp 
844, 859 (D.D.C. 1971). That capital has indeed been consumed, 


and plaintiffs have come to the firm conclusion that only 
Sanctions issued by this Court will prevent both further capital 
expenditure and further contempt of this Court's May 925, L972 


order. 


Defendants' November 30, 1972 Submission. 
On November 30, 1972, defendants submitted voluminous 


Statitotical GCatastostie Courhapurcuantsto thesCourt+s,ordertor 


May 257019 Lye amended, August 1, 1972." Defendants do not 
dispute the fact that the data in the aforementioned submission 
SshowPthat DoeouUrmoL lo2 District of Columbia Elementary Schools 
havewoecenscupecn compliance with this Court's decree of May 25, 
1971 since the opening day of this school year -- September 7, 
1972. For example, Draper Elementary School in Anacostiasstiil 
is being shortchanged of over $100,000 worth of teaching re- 
SOUrCeS).  slhis particular school was singled out by this Court 
Lie oeMe we oe oO UeODI Nn on (327 F Supp. at.) 863) Wagan example 
Of "One ot many" schools being cheated. it is still being 
cheated. | 

In a lame attempt to "explain" the massive contempt of 
Chis eCOU Giese Mayeco, 220 / leorder which has occurred, the defendants 
November 30, 1972 submission contains a one-page document entitled 
"Explanatory Notes Regarding Accompanying Reports". Simply 
stated, those "Notes" advise the Court that while the defendants 
are currently in contempt, as soon as a new compliance PY epOL te 
can be "revised and approved in accordance with directives of the 


Board of Education, it will be forwarded to the Court." By 


implication, the "Notes" blame one defendant -- the Board of 
Education -- for failing to approve a compliance plan drafted 
by another defendant -- the Superintendent. Accordingly; ene 


plaintiffs in this case are being victimized by the widely 
publicized buck-passing currently taking place between the 
Superintendent and the School Board, even though both of them 
are before the Court as defendants herein. 
Plaintiffs' Initial Response To Defendants' November 30, 
1972 Submission. 

In an effort designed to avoid a renewed round of 


litigation, plaintiffs counsel wrote; co defendants" counsel on 
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December 6, 1972 (see Exhibit B attached), demanding that 
compliance with this Court's decree of May 25, 1971 be effected 


no later than December 20, 1972. 


Defendants’ Response to Plaintiffs' December 6, 1972 Letter. 

One December 20, 1972, defendants! counsel advised 
plaintiffs (see Exhibit C attached hereto) that defendants 
could not comply with this Court's decree prior to January 29, 
toy Se oe heeciasOLetheslirst academic semester of the present 
school year." Compliance even by that date would depend on 
approval by the Board of Education of a plan to be submitted 
to it.) This secheh same Boardtoft Educationswhnich theaCorporation 
Counsel advised in his December 20, 1972 letter had refused to 


even meet with him, despite his written request to do so, to 


discuss plaintiffs' letter of December 6, 1972. 


Conclusion. 

For the reasons outlined above, plaintiffs respectfully 
move for an order to show cause in the form attached hereto as 
Exhibit A why the defendants should not be held in contempt of 


idee oul smOLlder OL Mayes >, 1971". 


Respectfully submitted, 


Peter F. Rousselot 
815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington sD. c.m E200 0G 


OreCounsel: Attorney for Plaintiffs 


Ralph J. Temple 

American Civil Liberties 
Union Fund 

3000 ConnecticutsAvennues, NN: We 
Washington, DD ..'G.mecU008 
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Exhibit A 


ewe oD STARES DISTRICT COURT 
POR HE DISTRICT’ OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS W. HOBSON, et Pita : 
Plane. LS, 
Viz : Civil Action  NowG2=66 
CARL F. HANSEN, et al., 


Defendants. 


ORDER 


The Court finds that the plaintiffs have established 
a prima facie case that the defendants are in contempt of this 
Courtescmordemeot Maye25, 19/71... Accordingly, Lt 1s nereby 
ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the following named 
defendants: 
Maizionm Barry, Jf. 
Mattie G. Taylor 
Charles I. Cassell 
James E. Coates 
Raymond B. Kemp 
Hilda H-= Mason 
Delores Pryde 
Albert A. Rosenfield 
Martha S. Swaim 
Bardy.e hel Plana 
Evie M. Washington 
ishtleig, Vig asteehee 
show cause why each of them should not be: 
((ayeeheloeinecontemptlof this, Court Ss order sof 
Maye2e > elo 7 deeend 
(2.) fined at the rate of $10.00 per day per person 


from September 7, 1972, up to the date prior 
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Dated: 


bomUvanuaryve 29, 1973. on which compliance 
Wimenmcnhis Court's order of May 25, 1971 41s 
restored; and 

fined at the rate of $100.00 per day per 
person for each day after January 29, 1973 
that any District of Columbia elementary 
school subject to this Court's decree of 
Mayeaco, Lod 1S out! op comolmance awit that 


decree. 


JeMSkellyawreronit, 
Carcuit Judge* 


December fi SLRS Te 


*Sitting by designation pursuant to 28 U.S.C. S29 1c) 
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615 CONNECTICUT AVENUE 


FRANK J HOOANM 1677-1944 


RELS Oot HERD SON BETNED) WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006 

“ . . 

EDMUND L. JONES VAT E.RICKS MARVIN J. DIAMOND 

STYMOUR SS. minT? ROBERT M VEFFERS ; MAPOLO Mime L MAM 

LESTER COnNEH OCmHIS J LOHR DAVID J. HENSLER 

OLORGCE €.MOmR ARTHUR J ROTHROPE OLOROE Ww MILLER TELEPHONE (202) 298-5500 

ROWARD A. MCOERHOTT REVUE P CHARLES ALVIN, ELAM 

PREOLRICK HW BRADLEY JEROME w. BOMOSEY JOSEPH M. HASSETT 

FRANK T. ROBERSON VAMES A. HOURINAM RICHARO J. MW. POULSON CABLE ADDRESS “HOGANDER WASHINGTON” 

MERLE THORPE, UR. OLRALD £. OLBERT DOVOLAS L. PARKER 

LEC LOFVINOEA JOHN &. FER AON RAYMOND ©. VICRERY, JR. 

CORWIN R. LOCKWOOD AUSTIN S. MITTLER DAVIO A LUOTEE TELEX 89-2757 

WILLIAM T. PLUMB JR VINCENT & COMEN STANLEY ¥. KARCUSB 

C. FRANK REIPSNYOER OARY L CHHIATENSEM ERIC A. VOM SALTEM 

OCORGE w. WISE ALFRED 1. SPA0A ALPHONMSO A. CHRISTIAN, IL 

ROBERT A. CIFLER £06 G. 0018 WILLIAM A. BRADFORD, JA. 

EOOAR Ww HOLTE RICHARD 3. ROOIN OAVID B. LYTLE COUMBEL 

v¥. BRUCE KRELUSON ALF REO JOHN DOUGHERTY CURTIS £. VON KANN CHA 

JOHN P. ARNESS PETER Ww. TREDICK ALFREO F. OOUOHERTY SES eC VEARENE 

FRANCIS L. CASEY, JR. PCTER F. ROUSSELOT SAMUEL SHEPARD JONES, JR. 

C.BARAETT PRETTY MAN, JR, STUART PHILIP ROSS WILLIAM 8. REYRER, JR, 

ARWOLD C. JOHNSON RICHARD B. RUOT JAMES M. BIERMAN 

YOHK J. ROSS ANTHONY S. HARRINGTON VINCEKT J. ROCQUE “4 

HOWARO F, ROYCROFT VAMES J. ROSEMHAUER DOROTHY Vv. GLANCY . 

ROBERT H. RAPP SARA-ANM DETER MAN PHILIP C. LARSON 

WILLIAM ©. BITTMAN TIMOTHY J. BLOOMFIELD DAVID J. SAYLOA De cember 6 19 7 2 

SHERWIN J. MARKMAN ROBERT $. BENHETT ROGBCAT R. BRUCE U 


ROBERT v. ELLIOTT 


JOE CHARTOIF 


Thomas R. Nedrich, Esquire 
Corporation Counsel of the 
District of Columbia 
DistricteBurtding == =koom s0c 
14th and E Streets, N. W. 
Washington; #Ds3C.mecO0U4 


Re: Hobson v. Hansen, C. A. 82-66 -- 
Violations of the Decree ORI Maye 2 > eel 7 


Dear Mr. Nedrich: 


The report filed on November 30, 1972, on behalf of 
the defendants in the above captioned’ case demonstrates that 
the Superintendent and the eleven members of the Board are 
in contempt of the Court's decree. We demand that the defen- 
Gants comply with that decree no later than December 20th. 


Wesliavergrave reserVvatlons# abouts cheracCUrdcymO ustic 
facts presented in the November 30 report, but even if all 
the facts in the report are accepted as true, they show that 


PO OgO ts See lenentaryesciOol se nethiecECiLLyvmalonOULwOLmCoNy ly. 


ance with the decree. For example, Draper Elementary School 
in Anacostia still is being shortchanged of over $100,000 
worth of teaching resources. This particular school was 
singled out by=dudges Wright in*® his# May. 257e 19719 e@opinion 
(327° F.Supp. at coe) fas an examplew or ones oremany 'eschGois 
being cheated. It is still one of many schools being 
cheated. 


There are three possible explanations for the Board's 
faiiure "to *complyewith the Court! sSorder.PiOnelis thattethe 
Board has never really accepted one of the principles on 
which the various court orders in this case were issued, 
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HOGAN & HARTSON 


Thomas R. Nedrich, Esquire 
DECEMD Ee aGymel os 2 
Page 2 


namely, that equalization of educational opportunity 
requires ‘equalization of all educational EESOULCes: 


particularly teacher salary resources. The second is 


thatethemboerdshnas accepted this Principle mou eteels 
that other priorities require that the necessary measures 
to implement it be delayed. The third is that the Board 
has given insufficient attention to the mechanics of 
compliance, thus being unaware that steps have to be 
taken in advance to assure continuing compliance. All 
three "explanations", in our view, would warrant the 
imposition of contempt sanctions. 


Noncompliance at this time is particularly serious 
because of two factors: (1) the length of time in which 
the defendants have been in violation of the Court's order; 
and (2) the failure of the defendants to direct sufficient 
attention to compliance. This latest "lapse" is but a 
continuation of past derelictions. ; 


As things now stand, one can predict an endless series 
of episodes this coming school semester, next semester, and 
into future years, where the Board is always promising compli- 
ance at some future time after the School Administration 
submits a plan "acceptable" to the Board. We regard this as 
intolerable, and believe the Court will also so regard t 
We also consider it irrelevant that the Superintendent 
attempts to blame the Board and the Board attempts to blame 
the Superintendent. Indeed, these constant attempts to 
shift responsibility only aggravate the contempt. Both 
the Board and the Superintendent are defendants in this 
case. 


Our prime interest is not in another court proceeding. 
It is in equalizing the distribution of educational resources 
in the D. C. elementary school system. Accordingly, we urge 
that those measures, which are known to us and to the defen- 
dants to be necessary to comply with the Court's order, be 
taken immediately, and that we be furnished evidence no later 
than December 20th that per pupil expenditures for teachers 
Salaries at every D. C. elementary school are within the 
+5% range mandated by the United States District Court. 
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HOGAN & HARTSON 


Thomas R. Nedrich, ESqua ve 
December eGyel9 72 
Page 3 


Unless this is done, we Will be compelled to initiate 
contempt proceedings. In this connection, we Will seek dis- 
covery of all school records since May, 1971, PeY Caiminceno 
compliance, and we will take depositions of the Superintendent 
and all Board members. We will seek contempt sanctions in the 


form of fines against each person Sharing the responsibility 


for noncompliance. Such Fines will be based on each responsible 
defendant's income and other resources, to be assessed individu- 
aul? scvevel ial daily basis until the contempt is ended. 


Sincerely, 


BEER, 


Peter F. Rousselot 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 


PERC 
Of Counsel: 


Ralph Temple, Esquire 

American Civil Liberties Union 
of the National CapitaleArea 

Suite 437 ; 

3000 Connecticut Avenue, N. W. 
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OFFICE OF THE CORPORATION 
DISTRICT BUILDING 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20004 
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December 20, 1972 


Peter F. Rousselot, Esquire 
Hogan and Hartson 

815 Connecticut Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 


Inre: Hobson v. Hansen 
Civil Action No, 82--66 


Dear Mr. Rousselot: 


This will confirm youx letter of December:6, 1972 concerning the 
above-referenced cause of action and our subsequent telephone conversa- 
° 
tions pursuant thereto, 


‘Lhave had several recent meetings with the school administration 
concerning the matters raised in your December 6 letter. The administra- 
tion has provided me with the following information as to its efforts to 
achieve compliance in light of the Novembe: 21, 1972 directive of the Board 
of Education: 


A computor program showing the city-wide mean and status of each 


‘elementary school under the new formula has just been completed. This 


document is presently being reviewed to correct typographical and statistical 
errors. It is estimated that this mechanical review can be completed by 
December 21, It is projected that it will take fve working days to conduct 

a substantive school by school analysis to make a determination of what 
reassionment of services will be required to bring each elementaxy school 


anSs 


ar oa Ao 
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tes 


or 


into compliance. Allowing for the Christmas holiday, this analysis should 
be complete by December 29. The period between December 29 and 

January 4, 1973 will be used to complete all paperwork necessary to effect 

a theoretical reassignment of services, This information will then be sub- 
jected to a second computor progeam to determine if the proposed reassig-~ 
ments will, in fact, accomplish equalization. Assuming the second program 
shows the need for little or no further readjustment, the revised plan will 
be submitted to the Board for approval, Upon such approval, implementation 
will commence with the notification of teachers who are to be reassigned; the 
notification process should commence by January 15. Since teachers are 
entitled by contract to two weeks notice of transfer, it is anticipated that 
all elementary schools can be brought into compliance by January 29, which 
coincides with the end of the first academic semester of the present school 
year, 


It should be noted that I extended a written invitation to the Board to 
discuss the matters asserted in your letter of December 6, The Board has 
not accepted my invitation and, consequently, I must assume that it intends 
to stand on its directive of November 21, ; 


Very truly yours, 


, 
Y 
eae cere 4 ee Lf 
Ve (7 oO 7 f J zh 
ae f fh bia f, f 
Lf gh res ff PL ee: A 
THOMAS R. NEDRICH 
Assistant Corporation Counsel, D.C, 


cc: Board of Education 
Superintendent of Schools 
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JUDGE J. SKELLY-~WRIGHT 
U. S. CGURT CF AFPEALS 


WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, ARE ORDINARY CITIZENS. OF THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA, 4£ND PARENTS OF ere COMMUNITY SCHOOL STUDENTS. 
WE DO NOT KNOW THE PROPER LEGAL FORM a SUCH MATTERS, AND 
HAVE BEEN ABLE TO GET LITTLE LEGAL ASSISTANCE; BUT WE FEEL 
WE MUST PROTEST OUR CONDITIONS AND ASK FOR REDRESS FROM YOUR 
COURT. 


WE ARE ASKING YOU TO HEAR OUR GRIEVANCES AND ALLOW US TO 


BE CONSIDERED IN THE CASE OF HOBSON VS HANSEN. 
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Because of the interpetation of the equalization 
decision by the downtown administration, Adams Community School, whose 
population is composed almost entirely of children from deprived 
‘economic backgrounds, has found it impossible to obtain the resources to 
which are needed to provide quality education and to which it is entitled 
according to equalization guidelines. The aehoot administration has 

' repeatedly used the decision as an excuse for not honoring its 
agreement i with the Adams Community School Board. We are therefore asking: 
the court to: 
order the school administration to assign an additional classroom 
teaching position to Adams immediately rather than forcing the children 
of the school to wait another two months for "equalization"which is no 
_longer equalization in truth when it occurs here than half way through 
the school year, 
and to establish separate equalization procedures for Adams so that the 


D.C. School Board may honor its agreement with our school in the future. 


4 Document A 
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The Population of Adams Community School 
| It is very difficult to obtain accurate figures on the family 
imcome and backgrounds of children in the school, According to 
data submitted by the school administration in Table » Adams’ 

- population is allegedly 90% black, Of the remaining children, the majority 
are recent immigrants foom Latin American countries, also from economically 
deprived families, and many with severe language handicaps. Others are 
foreign born children of lower echelon embassy employees, many also with 
language difficulties. 349 of Adams 509 children are eligible for the 
_free lunch program, The average income level Gor these families sd 
would have to be less +han$5137 for a four member family, with 
ineremental incomes possible for families of larger size, In addition, 
a school breakfast program, ordinarily pperated in schools with a large 
number of needy children, is functioning at Adams. 
Early this year impact aid questionnaires were received from 400 of £4 
_ Adams 504 children. Of the 400 received, 136 or 34% indicated that the 
family adults concerned receive public assistance or are unemployed. 
However, in Table II timcument B) of the documents prepared for 
submission to the court by the school administration, Adams’ school's 
medean family income is listed as $13,785. Thid erroneous figure is 
obtained by using 1970 census tract data based on the school attendance 
area, Adams’ attendance area includes the very wealthy "Kalorama" area West 
of Connecticut Avenue although few if any actual children attend the 
school from this area, 

a Please note that in the attached document C "school data report” 
submitted by the school administration to the D.C, school Board on 
Wednedday November 29 for submission to the court on Friday December 1 
Adams is listed as being in category 1 according to the socio-economic 


level of the school.On page 3, socio-economic level 1 is identified as 
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being the “low” level, and this would correctly identify Adams' school 


population, However, a rapid examination of the Ward 3 West of the Park Sn oss 


Schools indicates that they also are identified erroneously be longing toa 
the "low" socio-economic grouping. It seems likely that for all | 
schools listed on the table, the socio economic levels have been reversed, 
It is ironic that a double mistake by the school administration has 
inadvertantly placed Adams in the correct socio-economic grouping. This 


is one instance when two wrohgs do make a right. 


Special resources in the school 


With the exception of impact aid funding of 2 classroom teachers in 
the Unit 1 program, Adams has no special federally funded programs in the 
school that we know of, Adams’ impact aid funds were obtained after long 
efforts and careful research throueh the Adams Community School Board's 
testimony and justification of {ts Unit 1 program to the D,C, Board of” 
Education last year, Adams’ Unit 7 program is an all day pre-school 
kindergarten program which includes 3, 4, &nd 5 year old childrenand 

some children who have become 6 years old since September. A 20= 

twenty to one pupil teacher ratio is mintained in these classes, which 
falls between the 2pPproximately 15-2 pre-school teacher pupil teacher 
ratio, and the 21.9 pupil teacher ratio which the school system 
gllezedly averages in kindergarten classes. (see Document C). Because pre- 
school children were excluded from tle Skelly Wright decision, they were 
excluded from the computer, and Adams received no money on the computer 
in figuring the expenditure per child on teachers' salaries for these 
children, Last year one teacher was paid from a pre-school salary, on 
four were funded out of the regular budget. In an effort to avoid having 
to abandon our Unit 1 program, or having to allow calss size to rise in 


Units 2 through 5 (comprising Adams’ first through sixth grade aged ~ 


- » , 

i * Ls \ " 
- . ie cn Ni 
me 3 


ae ai - 


: _ a , , < 

one mn by 7s tea brasil ofdne foo Bld ie ha. shaw 
n 5 7 
et 

or iat 8 eis sae C bet afte: cnkeedtmn e ie nr oe cen 


ares 1 a ri 


Ay . j an, oe? de ti *e = G - *» aed 4 ay? VC a 
oF ale: aayteroene ys: Pige b2 ‘s Obie yore te 


. <i ae i wy F 
(euéee th |. shiqdes = ae 
a? Ay 


seicoet ens oy bate: 


| ) a . 
1Z> wi Sri at Sis : . : MIDOTW J ate ty he : 20 abisaeane aad aie 7 


Ari: 2, ech “140 <0 e ‘ d y 9531 7 ; oar ort: Bay nore bh maesORy. Lt. Tins Ts beg 


RioL - a ber iss E : ehh to Worl ew Penge 5 sogs. 7 

: t 

/ S'*Sracot Ldéod» fo Gui Puts Suse ang <7) Notasee7 tates s brs tPr02%5 > s 
; B P ie = p ; ry . o MW: “~— 
- ba ves eee Pee i OF mMete6o4e¢ -2 UU. atl Le nw iiSaoir dant bra yroatscat i 


fesdee~sny ush fla te el meyeorg T Hoe 'EMaDA See Peck aoltanvht J 


AMerstohi so b.. sy, > o4-gG BSiviont’ Molde meus ce mei anxebriix 7 
i ; 4 “be 4e3 Re 2 7 y= & a 
@ i» ae A ar aot —. ae. -. . Lt ee ° Tes 2 - = 
oD aA OCTET. Solis Die Bees 3 sess Svat Otw cothl io enoe 
— 
- 4 1 si | 
: MOLGW gGeaesiovscet+ af bodtlesnie ef oftec sedans Loc 2 sto of qtoowh | : 


sefegs? Lic voroan> Loodomwenmer S25 cones a add ne ews od 
Metaye foolss ett dditw obtet astosger Léqgua ©.°8 eff ons of 
een Serasvet .(° dreitwond see) eebeelo!mesieqtebrixd AF e*aetevs v its 
PLOW Vas gooleisash stiginw y bine 4 sh wh bebytaxe “™ pedi i Leola 
SaTwNOS ais <o Yonow on evi cnet bow —— eri? a0 a? cobyt 


Mia 1x9. ett 5 alta tt 
w nie! Y : - : 


7 


— se. 29 (’ Wise ‘et uioRO? 4 


yee 
‘ bom, ‘Rates hiedeieewiag a — 
wiived  teova or katt) res sat 


Nemeth 
7 fy 


hie wi 


BY 2 . 
a 


youngsters), funding for: two of these teachers was sought from L : 
impact aid. The two teachers who are on impact Aid Salaries are beginn: | 
teachers, and so impact aid funds total approximately $16,000, These 
impact aid funds are used to benefit only those children in Unit 1 and 
Older 409 children receive no benefits from any special funds whatsoeve | 

Table II (document B) prepared by the school administration 
erroneously lists Adams as receiving only $13,306 in impact aid, It als 
erroneously lists Adams as receiving $69,268 in Title 1 money and $39,8 
other funds which are not being expended in the School as far as we Ino 
These errors may have resulted from a misinterpelation of the informati: 
contained in Table IIT prepared by the school administration, (document 
It appears that Morgan's Title I funds have been attributed to Adams 
in Table II, and that Harrison Community School's figures have been 
attributed to Morgan. None of the figures Submitted by the School Board 
in relation to Adams School in Table II appear to be accurate, Adams 
School does not appear at all in Table III, 

Partly because there are no extra funds whatsoever from which the 
409 children in UNits if - V benefit shat the situation in Adams Communi: 


School has become so desperate, and we are asking the court for assistar 
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Explanation of the present Situation at Adams 

At present Adams: Classrooms have 34 children per teacher, despite 
an organizational Rattern and curriculum that call for no more than 
25 children per teacher, Morale of teachers, students and Board has deters = 
iorated and Adams’ children are not being educated, 

The present situation at Adams Community School was Caused by the 

arbitrary removal of three teaching positions at Adams in September, Adams _ 
School Hoard members had struggled all summer to receive authorization to ir 
teachers to replace those that were resigning, Although the agreement | 
sets forth The Adams: Board's right to hire, the Board hesitated to procede 


equalization procedures the year before, 

| During the Fall of 1971, three teachers were transferred into Adams 
as a result of computer assignment, These teachers were not selected by the 
Adams School’ Board according to the agreement, However, four Other teachers 
were screened and selected for employment at Adams but the system refused to 


hire then, 


right to Place the three computer transferred teachers at Adams. The result 4 
was that the teachers selected by the Adams Board were working but were not 2 
receiving wages and the teachers who were transferred to Adams were not 
working but were receiving wages, After many heated debates between the 
Adams Board, the downtown administration and the D.C. School Board, the 
matter was resolved by having the three computer transferred teachers 

Placed in other schools and Placing three of the four Adams selected 


teachers on the regular payroll, The fourth teacher was not hired because she 
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4 
lacked a very questionable certification requirement, 

Efforts to resolve this situation lasted until December. Thefe effort 
were so demoralizing and time consuming that the whole educational prograr 
suffered, Therefore the Adams Board has been reluctant to hire anyone 
this school year without the system's prior written authorization that 
the position(s) exist, 

Throughout the past summer, Adams struggled to obtain authorization t 
hire teachers.from the administration.A memorandum from Julian West, 
liaison person between the D.C, school administration ZodBetty Holten, 
head of the equalization effort, reflected questions the Adams Board had 
been asking him, (document E,) © 

On July 7, 1972, the Adams Board wrote Dr. Hugh Scott, Superintendent 
of Schools, asking for authprization to hire teachers, In Dr. Scott's 
, reply, he explained that after RIF procedures had been completed, “the D.C 
School System must determine the number of teachers requéred for 
equalization as a result of the Skelly Wright decision" (document F), 

This statement implied that Adams could not hire its own teachers 
because only the school administration could evaluate how mush money 
the Adams School was entitled to according to the Skelly Wright decree, . 
and perhaps that once again the administration would computer transfer 
teachers into the school, : 

On August 3rd, the Adams Board wrote Marion Barry and asked that he 
intervene in our behalf to assure that Adams could hire its staff before 
the opening of school, (document G) In this letter, MS. Summers and 
Mr, Long expteined® their efforts to meet with the Budget Department to 
assure that in hiring the Adams School Board would stay within Skelly 


Wright guidelines. 
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At a meeting in late August, Mr, Isaac Long, Adams Board Chairman, 
Ms, Chris Summers, Adams Board Personnel Committee Chairperson, and 
Mr, Thomas Brown, school principal, met with Marion Barry and Dr. 
Hugh Scott, When the problem was explained to Mr. Barry and Dr. Scott, 
Dr. Scott directed Mr, Dwight Cropp, his assistant, to compose two 
memorandums = one wotttd direct his staff to lift the freeze on hiring 
for Adams, the other to authorize Adams to hire five teachers, But before 
these memorandums could be written, Adams was told that it could not 
hire anyone because of equalization and compliance orgers of the Wright 
Court, 

After much deliberation, authorization to hire three teachers was 
granted, This brought the total number of classroom teachers up to 17 - 
5 assigned to Unit I with 20 students each, and twelve assigned to Units 
II through V with, it became apparant after school opened September 7; 
an average of more than 34 students each. 

The efforts of the Adams Community School Board since that date have 
focused on obtaining relyéf from the large class size in Units II through 
V, Ironically, these efforts have been frustrated by the school administra- 
tion's interpetations of the very court decsibyp which was intended to assis 
underequalized schools composed of economically deprived school children 
like Adams, : 

Ms, Summers and Mr, Brown made daily trips downtown from August 23 
through September 7 in order to seek relief from the overcrowded conditions 
under which the school was scheduled to open. A copy is enclosed of one 
memorandum Adams‘ principal sent downtown indicating the expected enrollment 
pattern even before school began on September 1, (document H) These efforts 
were to no avail. 


As school opened, special teaching services were reduced because of 
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equalization procedures, | | 2 

On the day that school opened, September 5, Ms, Virginia Redidg 
the Adams reading teacher, informed Mr, Brown that her mother had : 
received a telephone call about 9:00 p.n., Sufiday, September 3, which 4 
instructed her to jnform Ms, R€id that she should report to another school, 
The following day, September 6, Mr, Brown received a phone call from the 
Central Administration's Physical Education Office which said that Adams 
Physical Education program would be reduced and the P.E. teacher would 
have to be transferred to another school, 

After informing both the reading teacher and the physical education 
teacher to continue their services at Adams until they received something i 
weiting, Ms, Summers and Mr, Brown returned to deliberations with the 
central administration Xo obtain relief from the ‘overcrowded classed 
and the proposed cuts in special teaching services, Early in September - 
additional information was requested about oer special services were 
scheduled for Adams, so that Adams could keep those special f{2achers 
whom the Board selected, Throughout September, the Bdams Board remained 
confident that in view of the evident Srcrcraniine administrative 
relief could be obtained, Efforts to obtain relief always elicited 
information that no relief could be obtained untj {. equalization procedures 
were followed. | 

In October, the Adams Board directed its efforts at the elected 
D.C. Board, On October 4, Mr. Isaac Long, and y parent, Ms, Irene Waskiw 
appeared before the D.C. School Board to ask relief from the overcrowded 
idcsds cocics of this testimony are attached, (document I), Adams 
Board Chairman, Isaac Long, specifically pleaded with the Board not to 
make Adams School wait until nacemoen 1 before receiving relief from 


overcrowded classes, There were rumors of relief, but no written 
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authorization was received. However, Adams was given one additienn? 
position in which ms, Virginia Reid could be placed, This was not a readin 
budgeted position but a regular classroom budgeted position, | : 

At a meeting on October 15 with the Community Life and Student ; ' 
Involvement Committee of the D.C. School Board, in which the Adams 4 
contract was negotiated, requests were repeated for information about the 
special teaching services to which Adams was entitled according to 
equalization guidelines, 

On October 23, a delegation from Adams met with Mp Betty Holten, 
head of the equalization effort, Mr. Fred Aranha, new liaison person 
between the community schools and the school administration, Dr, Sol 
Gratt of Ms MdeKenzie’s office, and Father Raymond B, Kemp, Ward I 
School Roard representative to seek relief from overcrowded classes and to 
seek information on special teaching service allotments for Adams in order 
to consider trading special teachers for classroom teachers, School : 
administration representatives insisted at this meeting that Adams could 
receive no additional services until after the computer run at the end of 
the month, The matter of trading off special teaching services was 
aclmowledged by Dr, Gnatt, but it was never acknowledged in the Budget 
Office, whence Dr, Gantt explained the decision had to come, (Document J) 

On October 30, Ms, Helen Klein, Board Treasurer, wrote Marion Barry, 
D.C. School Board President, focussing very specifically on the problem 

the Board was having in carrying out its obligation to Adams’ children 

because of equalization procedures. Ms, Klein also presented an analysis 
of Adams' position on equalization, : 

The first information given the Adams Board concerning the November 
2 computer run indicated that Adams School was$32,900 ynder compliance, 
proving the Adams’ Board's contentions dating back to August, The school 
data report (document C) alledgedly shows that Adams was the fourth most 
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under equalized school of the approximately 132 schools in the system in : 
terms of deviation from the mean, The Adams Board requested that these ‘ 
dollars be translated into classroom teaching services and not special 
teaching services, 

At a meeting on November 6, Ms, Klein and Mr, Long met with Mr, 


eters) inane Wee Ree 


Barry, Mrs. MacKenzie, Special Assistant to the Superintendent, and Mr, 
Cropp to reemphasize the request for classroom teachers, Mrs, MacKenzie a 
agreed to authorize the hiring of two teachers at Adamss.Subsequently, 
Isaac Long wrote her insisting on Adams’ need for a third teacher, and 
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basing his argument on educational need while citing equalization data 
which might prove more convincing to the school administration. (Document K) 
On November 10, Mr, Aranha informed Mr. Brown and Ms, Klein that 2 
apppoval had been granted to hire a third teacher, Written confirmation 
follewed on November 13, stating that ““be 
- The Equalization Office has completed the study of 
schools needs in order to bring all schools into 
compliance.with the Wright Decree, 


As a result, Adams Community School is entitled to 
‘and will reeive additional teacher service as follows: 
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The letter indicated that Adams would receivéi70 % additional foreign 

language services as well as three classroom teachers. (Document L) 

The "services"<of-one teacher” whose namé“hadierroneously appeared 6n-r74 
" _ the® Adams’ print-out‘althdugh:she haa never, taught: in* the schodl-wete: 

ttransferred from:Adams"y.2i oc made, 

: At the November 15 D. C,. Board of Education meeting, the D.C, 
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Board of Education voted to delay approval of Dr, Scott’s equalization 
plan until certain changes could be made, Evidently, the action of the 
board was interpreted as a cease and desist order, because on November 
17, Mr. Brown was told by Mr, Aranha that plans for hiring the three teacher 
should be discontinued until further notice, 

On November 22, Mr, Brown received Mr, Aranha's EnCana which 


confirmed the cease and desist Need oe exper Se antes oat es pt 
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\ \ (Document M), This occurred despite the assurances of two D, C, \\ 
‘School Board members, Father Kemp and Hilda Mason, that this was 
not the intent of the D, C, School Board on November 15, 

On November 22, Mr, Aranha told Mr, Brown via telephone that plans 
could be continued to hire two teachers but not the third texcher, Written | 
confirmation of this was received on November 27, last Monday, i 

In the interim, by telegram, the Adams School Board requested a 
formal grievance hearing by the Student Life and Community Involvement 
Committee. The hearing took place Wednesday, November 29th in the School 
Board's hearing room and in the hall, At that meeting and in a telephone 
conversation on Monday November 27» Ms, Betty Holten, head of the 
equalization effort,told Adams that it would be two months befae the 
new equalization effort was completed, “2tlins wee cecsiees oe Beeb a 
CPS Nethiig - wits —resoived at the grievance hearing. That is why we feel 
we have no recourse left except to the courts, We would now ae to 


explain what specifics we would like the court to accomplish in view of 
this history, 


To Render Adams Agreement Workable 


First of all, we would like special equalization procedures to be srevrd. 
provided so that the Adams School's agreement with the D,. C. Board of : 
Education, recently renewed for five years, can be a workable one, in 
conjunction with the Skelly Wright decision and despite equalization 
procedures, 

Adams* agreement states in Article 5 "The Adams Community School 
Board will determine priorities for the expenditure of funds which are 
normally allocated to the Adams School", Article 6 reads "The Adams 
Community School Board will determine the number and kind of personnel 
that will be hired within the funds allocated to the Adams School, and will 
recommend its staff to the Department of Personnel through the liaison 


person”, At the formal grievance hearing on November 29, Edward Winner, 
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agreed ‘that under present eqiialization rrocedices™ it was hres ae for 12 
Board of Education to honor its commitment to Adams, At a meeting on 
November 6, Marion Barry, President of the D, C, School Board, recog= 
nizing these problems, suggested the 0:8, School Board apply to the 
court for exemption from the Skelly Wright decision altogether for the 
community schools, Because the D.C. School Board has many pressing 
problems to consider, individual parents of the Adams Community School 
have decided to request the court to recognize extraordinary circumstances 
and set forth special criteria that will enable ie Adams Board to carry 
out its responsibility to Adams: children, 3 

First of all, in order to be able to determine 5uf staffing pattern, 
the Board needs to know the total amount of funds available to the school 
no later than the Spring. This is impossible under present equalization 
procedures, We do not anticipate that the total school enrollment will 
deviate greatly from 500 students, Threfore we would like the court to 
rule that Adams may equalize in the following school year according to the 
school enrollment mttiplied by the average expenditure per child in the 
pred$ding school year, This would enable the Adams School Board to fix each 
Spring a budgetary amount and to plan its staff accordingly, Thmthe 
school system can Plan its final budgetary requests to Congress with 
awareness of what Adams School needs, and COn!no Jenger plead that by 


assigning additional resources to Adams, another school is being Babs tA 


£6-Obtain'a Thira ind -Addi tionst ‘Teacher Nowor » tine acciviorel tenshoer ras 
Second, we would like the court, in the single instance of Adams 

perce to order the school system to provide the school with the 

additional caassroom teaching Position row rather than asking the 

children of Adams School to wait an additional two months to receive 

the resources to which they are entitled,'We feel that Adams particular 


circumstances including the curriculum in the school make this necessary, 
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According to Adams agreement(document A) "The Adams Community 
School Board will be given responsibility for curriculum formation and 
instruction”, Adams School*s curriculum calls for mixed age grouping, and 
more individualized attention to children, From its inception, a first 
priority of the Adams educational program was a class size of no more 
than 25 students per teacher because teaching this kind of curriculum 
Places an additional burden on the teacher, 

Throughout this school year, Adams Units IT through V teachers have 
labored under a class size that averaged over 34 students, The third 
additional teacher assigned to Adams would place the real number of : 
children in Adams foe igo at 27 to 1, or less than one child per | 

teacher under the, sybten average,torag 
| Existing class size has caused the educational quality at Adams 
to deteriorate, Attached is a memorandum from Adams’ teachers to the 
parents concerning an emergéngyteacher’s meeting at the school on 
Thursday November 30, It states 


Since September we have worked under pressures because of 
overcrowded classrooms, eternal promises of school 
reorganization which never materialized, because additional 
teachers have not been authorized, During this period, students 
have become increasingly defiant, unruly, g@isruptive and 
uncooperative, Fighting among students has become an ever 
increasing problem, 


As a result, teachers have become unable to maintain a climate 
wherein learning can take place. (Document N) 


In repeated telephone conversations, letter, and meetings, Adams educational 


need for a classroom teaching staff of 20 has been amply justified, We 


1 According to Talbe IV (document Q) ¢ubmitted by the school administration, 
Adams has a pupil teacher ratio of 24,9, It is impossible for us to explain 
how this figure was obtained. There are presently 12 teachers in Units II 
through V, Even if Adams were allowed to hire thre® teachers, and Ms, 
Virginia Reid is also counted as a classroom teacher, and not a reading 
teacher, the teaching staff in Units II - V or 9risdo@ 1 - 6 would only 
equal 16 in number and not 17, 

Similarly, we are unable to understand Table I (Document P)"per pupil 
expenditures from regular funds an October 19, 1972" which indicates that 
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¥eel that these resources should have been provided the school for 
educational reasons unrelated to equalization. The equalization officer 
in the school administration, Ms. Betty Holten, has suggested that Adams 
reorganize two units now, and wait to reorganize the other two pending 
completion of the new equalization studys Because of the demoralization 
already peesent in the school, we would prefer to reorganize all the 
Units in the school at the same time, However, two complete epi pa Are 
would mean that it would be difficult to avoid moving some children twice, 
An ideal educational situation if not created when a child has a new 
teacher e¥éry three months, 7» ihe cther | 
-"D_ On the other hand, should Adams not obtain the third teacher later, 
if a partial reorganiagtpon is carried out now, morale and educational 
problems in the Units no reorganized might force another complete 
reorganization of the School in February and March. 

We feel sure that there will be ample money to allow Adams to hire 
a third teaching position since the school was originally assigned not 
just three classroom teachers, but 70 % of additional foreigh languages 
services as well, 

It is for these reasons that we are asking the court to order the = 


school system to assign a third teaching position to Adams immediately, 
Then. the. school may. bea finally organized in December, half way through 


the school year, and not in February, two-thirds of the way through the 


school year. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JULIUS W. HOBSON, et al., ) 


Plaintiffs, ) 

Vie ) Civil Action No. 82-66 
CARL F. HANSEN, et al., ) 

Defendants. ) 


SUGGESTION OF VIOLATION OF THE COURT'S OPINION AND JUDGMENT 


Plaintiff, Julius W. Hobson, hereby respectfully suggests co une 
Court that Defendant Dr. Hugh J. Scott, Superintendent of Schools 

of the District of Columbia, is in violation of this COUEU.S 

opinion and judgment in that said Defendant has in effect re-created 
optional zones in, the D.C. Public Schools through his recent actions 
in transferring his own son, a student for the upcoming fall session 
in said aaey across school boundaries without valid reason. 

(See exhibit A) This Court, ine partw. Lv s(\)ieOn ets June 19, 1967, 
opinion and in paragraphs two and four of the decree thereto 


forbade the use of optional zones for pupil assignment. 


Moreover, Defendant Scott is also in violation of the Superintendent's 
and Board's own plans previously submitted to the Court. In "Book III 
of Data Submitted to Court; August 13, 1970; Hobson v. Hansen, 

CA 82-66" Defendants Superintendent and Board submitted a document 
headed "Implementation of the Wright Decree" dated March 2, 1970, 

in which was set forth (p. 3): 


"PUPIL ASSIGNMENTS 


Boundary Changes and Transfer Policies 
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"As a result of the recommendations of the Boundary Committee, 
the following steps were taken: 


"1. New secondary school boundaries were approved by the Board 
of Education on May 8, 1968. The boundary maps were developed 
In any CL Lore to cqualizemchesnse, Of our school facilities throughout 
our city and to improve racial, economic and social integration. 


"2. A uniform pupil transfer policy designed to protect pupils 
from possible discrimination was adopted on July 30, 1968. A 
copy of the boundary report and transfer policy approved by the 
Board are attached (Attachments A and B)." 


As supporting documents, the attached papers were filed with 


the Court (See exhibit B). . 


Respectfully submitted, 


Julius W. HObson, Plaintiff, Pro Se 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a copy of the above Suggestion of Violation 
of the Court's. Opinion and Judgment, together with the exhibits 
thereto, was mailed, postage prepaid, to the attorneys for 
Defendants at the address of record in this action, ‘this 26 day 


of July, 1972. _ 


Julius W. Hobson 
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Scott’s Son Shifted 


Outside School Zone 


By Andrew Barnes | 

Washington Post Staff Writer | 

Washington School Supt. Hugh J. Scott, citing the; 

“severe hardship” of sending his son.to first grade at 

Murch Sehool next fall, has had him transferred, aered 
the boundary line to Lafayette School. 

Scott’s $70,000. house at 5426 27th St. NW is just in-' 


side the Murch attendance zone, though it is 15 blocks: 

a ace need a ‘trom Murch and only 10 
,dlocks from Lafayette. 

Scott explained “it appeared 

ito me a little illogical” to send 

vHugh Jason Scott, 5, the 

‘greater distance. 

. “Many kids are closer to La- 

fayette than they are to 

Mureh,’ commented Tish 

yardner, president of the 

Murch Home and School Asso«: 

ciation. 

“T think 

precedent,” she 

schools would be better if par- 


it’s a marvellous 


jents could choose to send 

their children where’ they 

think best. 

Parents used to have’ 

; _ |greater choice, but in 1967 the 
‘ Joptional attendance zones 


were banned by the court on 
the grounds that they perpetu- 
ated the privilege of the white 
jand the affluent. 

| “The boundaries are firm,” 
said Roberta S. Barnes, princi 
pal of Lafayette until her re: 
‘tirement June 30. “Any de- 
viations are decided at the 
Presidential Building (school 
ijheadquarters.” 

She said it is “very uncom- 
‘mon” for children to switch 
| between Murch and Lafayette, 
|both of which are among the 
richest, most prestigious and 
\ whitest public schools in the 


city. ; 
Throughout the city, 716 
transfers were granted last 


year, mostly for working par- 
ents to assist in day-care prob- 
lems, Day-care and hardship 
are the two reasons to cross a 
boundary. 

School board member AI- 
| bert A. Rosenfield, who repre- 
sents ward three, covering 
‘both Lafayette and Murch, 
icalled Scott’s action “stupid.” ° 
} He said he has already 
‘begun receiving calls from par- 
ents who have heard of the 
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By Joseph Mastrangelo—The Washington Post 


Arrow points to Scott’s home on 27th Street, located 


|. just outside Lafayette School zone (dotted line). 


Seott’s Son 


| 
| 
Transferred 


Qutside His School Zone 


SCOTT, From Bl 


transfer, and showed a letter 
he has received from a family 
which has been seeking unsuc- 
cessfully to make a Similar 
transfer. 

“If you have the clout, you 
,use it,” said Mrs. Gardner, 
“and if you don’t, you go to 
the school you were intended 
tos 

“From a human point of 
view, I understand, ” she said. 
“They just plain are closer. 
But if you were the superin- 
tendent ... it might even be 
a news story.” 

“T don’t think I should be 
handicapped by being superin- 
tendent,” .said Scott. Asked 
whether he thought the assist- 


‘ant superintendent to whom 


jhe wrote the request signed 
“Hugh J. Scott, Superintend- 
‘ent of Schools” could be im- 
‘partial in responding, Scott 
‘said “I thought I cited a good 


reason,” 


ed alee 


Scott said getting to Murch, 


located at 36th and Davenport 


Streets NW, from his house 
overlooking St. John’s College 
High School would involve 
going along Military Road, 
which lacks curbs at some 
spots, while walking to Lafay- 
ette at Northampton Street 
and Broad Branch Road NW 
would be safe for a small child. 

Scott said he had walked 
and driven the two routes him- 
self to check them out. 

In his letter Scott points out 
there are no other children in 
his neighborhood with whom 
his son could walk, and Says it 
would “create a serious hard- 
ship for me to have to arrange 
to take my son to and from 


Murch School each day.” 

He concludes his letter to 
Assistant Superintendent Dor- 
othy L. Johnson “I would sin- 
cerely appreciate your favora- 
ble consideration of this re- 
quest.” 
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PTA HEAD DISAPPOINTED 


By JOHN MATHEWS 
Star-News Staff Writer 


“You know, we look to Dr. 
Scott for leadership and in this 
-case I’m very disappointed in 
him,” said Mrs. Tish Gardi- 
ner, president of the Murch 
Elementary School PTA. 

She was reacting to the pub- 
lic disclosure that District 
School Supt. Hugh J. Scott has 
had his 5-year-old son Hugh 
Jason transferred from Murch 
to Lafayette, citing ‘extreme 
hardship’ as the reason for 
the special exception to boun- 
dary lines, 

“There’s no rivalry or bit- 
terness between the two 
schools; they’re both excellent 
schools,’ said Mrs. Gardiner. 
“But, we have done much to 
comply with equalization be- 
tween schools and this kind of 
special treatment was, I 
thought, something we were 
trying to keep away from.” 

Yesterday, Scott maintained 
he had‘ not exerted any pres- 
sure on his subordinate, Dr. 
Dorothy L. Johnson, the veter- 
‘an assistant superintendent 


for elementary schools, who’ 


approved the attendance-zone 
exception for his son. The su- 


perintendent said he . ‘‘went' 


\through normal channels,” 


sending Dr. Johnson a letter. 


ae 


he signed: ‘Hugh J. Scott, Su- 
perintendent of Schools.” 

In his letter for an excep- 
tion, Scott said his home at 
5426 27th St. NW, was 10 
blocks from Lafayette, but 15 


blocks from Murch. In order | 


to get to Murch, his son in 
future years, when he would 
regularly walk to _ school, 
would have to cross busy Mili- 


tary Road, which has no side- © 


walks in some spots, and Con- 
necticut Avenue. 


YOUNG HUGH, who will en- 
ter kindergarten in the fall, 
has no children in the neigh- 
borhood with whom he could 
walk to Lafayette and is not 
“street wise,” the superintend- 
ent said, 

Scott added that the bounda- 
ry lines between the schools— 
which he could have ordered 
changed on his own authority 
to aid his child — are “‘illogi- 
cal.’’ Instead of the southern- 
most line of Lafayette adher- 
ing to Military Road, it takes a 
northward jog near the Scott 
home which is opposite St. 
John’s College High School, 
cutting the small area out of 
the Lafayette zone. 

As a result, Scott pointed 
' out, his home is at the furthest 
point from Murch. If it were in 
the, Lafayette zone, ironically, 


it would also be the furthest. 
point from that school. 

A similar jog that zones chil- 
dren into Murch instead of La- 
fayette occurs near the corner 
of Connecticut Avenue and 
Military Road. A parent who 
lives in that area said, ‘‘We’re 
even closer to Lafayette than 
Dr. Scott, although we’re also 
closer to Murch, but we aren’t 
complaining, because it 
wouldn’t do any good.” 


ANOTHER PARENT, who 
insisted on not being identi- 
fied, said parents in the Lafay- 
ette zone have “‘kept their fin- 


gers crossed for years,” and - 


used some “‘clout’’ behind the 
scenes to make sure the 
boundaries remain the same, 
which they have been for more 
than 20 years, 

Lafayette, which regularly 
rates the highest among Dis-, 
trict schools in test scores, is 
very much: a 
school with a strong, posses- 
sive parent body from the 
idle and upper. middle class 
neighborhood. Murch is an 
equally high achievement 
school, but with less of a 
neighborhood identity, largely 
because children attend the 
school from both sides of Con- 
necticut Avenue, 

Since. both schools have 


community’ ° 


usually been near capacity — 
although Murch currently has 
more space than Lafayette — 
neither has had an influx of 
out. of the neighborhood chil- 
dren, despite the terms of the 
Wright court decision, which 


| 


' 
\ 
' 


provided for voluntary busing | 


of children from overcrowded 
schools in Southeast Washing- 
ton. 


Scott said yesterday that 716 
exceptions were granted last 
school year to parents seeking 
attendance of their children at 
out of zone schools. 


Mrs. Gardiner, the Murch 
PTA president, recalled that 
one parent ‘who had some in- 
fluence with the school admin- 
istration” got an exception 
last year so his child could 
attend Lafayette School. Mrs. 
Roberta §S. Barnes, who re- 
tired June 30 after 14 years as 
the Lafayette principal and 46 
years in the school system, 
could not remember any ex- 
ception in the past for children 
from the pocket where Scott 
lives. Decisions on exceptions 
are made by school board 
headquarters, she added. 

Scott summed up his posi- 
ion, saying, “‘I don’t think my 
son should be punished be- 
cause I’m superintendent. I 
suffer enough hardships as it 
is. 
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The Secondary School Office — 
The Prestdential Bullding 
415 '2th Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. ~ 20004 
“* 
Memorandum #4 July 9, 1969 « 


—— 


“  A_UNIFORM TRANSFER POLICY 


SECONDARY SCHOOL 
A. GENERAL STATEMENT OF POLICY 


!, Ono of the primary responsibilities of the Secondary 
Schoo! Office is to maintaln pupil enrollment in schools below 
_a ceiling established by this office. ‘The ceiling ts determined 
by the maxlmum numberof pupiis that the facility can handie 
efficiently. This ceiling may be raised if the building 
administrator indicates that more can be handled. 


2. All students will be asstgned In September, 1969, to the 
school serving the attendance zone of UaneN place of legal 
residence, 


5. The tegal place of residence wil! be deemed to be the 
_ place of residsnce of his parents or legal (court appolnied) 
guardian. 


Bre BEXCEPTTONSSTORTHE GENERAL POLICY 

1. Students enrolled In the Oth and I2th gracas In Soptember, 
1969, are to attend and graduate from tho ee in which they 
were enrolled in June, 1969, regardloss.of thoir place of lagal 
residence. Thay will not be pormitted to traaster from that 
school unless they reauast transfer on the basis thal their legal 
residence has changed. : : 


2, ‘. dJonts attending vocations: schools or “Mcklnafey High 
sche ' wwnich offers cortala clty-wi ‘urrtcule  sportunities) 
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July 9, 1969 


may continue to attend such schools provided they have been accepted 
for a particular program and are, in fact, enrolled In such a 
program. The condition of residence does not apply In such Cases. 


3. In the event students have been accepted at McKinley 
High School but fail to enroll in the program for which they 
were accepted, they are to be transferred immediately to the 
schoo! designated for their legal residence. 


4. Students enrolled In vocational schools who elect to 
return to a regular, comprehensive high school will be transferred, 
upon application, to the school designated .for their legal 
residence. 


~ 


Coy ee REQUES [SBFORSTLRANSEERS AS A ReSUi LT O° CHANGE OF ADDRESS 


{. Principals are authorized to transfer students whose legal 
place of residence removes them from the attendance zone served 
by the school they are attending. 


2. Principals are to determine the validity of the report 


of changs of address and TO eee: the new school assignment for 


the student. 


3, Statements signed by parents, guardians, attorneys, 
notarles, etc., to the effect that the student will be residing with 
a friend or relative, are not acceptable as valld reasons for 


_ transfer. 


4, \fia pupil is mis-asstaned or is ettending a school on the 
basis of a false address, the transfer to the proper scnool is to 
be effected inmediately upon discovery of ‘tho mistake. 


t 


D. REQUESTS FOR TRANSFERS BASED ON REASONS OTHER THAN CHANGE OF 
ADDRESS. . 


|. All requests for Spence and for recommendations for 
transfers based on reasons other than change of address are to be -. 
reforrod to tlio Secondary School Office. 


e 


+, Lovrequests wt! bo honored “ing the ‘rst advisory ~" 
Sap * ur 2 through November 7, 196° = oy 
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3. Transfer requests based on the assumed Inability of the 
school to meet the student's educational goals are not .to be 
granted; the Board of Education Is committed to providing all 
students with equal educational opportunity. 


4. The final decislon on requests for transfers will be 


made by the Secondary School Office. 


a. If it ts warranted, an evaluation by the Department 
of Pupil. Personnel will be requested. {f this Is 
done, their decision will be taken into consideration. 


b. Information submitted by parents, medical practitioners, 
attorneys, publile and private soclal services agencies, 
etc., may be considered In reaching a decision. 


c. Transfers will be constdered on the merits of each 
Indl vidual. case. 


E. ATTENDANCE IN D. C. PUBLIC SCHOOLS FROM NEIGHBORING POLITICAL 
DISTRICTS : 


7 Uy UD SARE teins: over-crowding In the D. C. Public Schools, 
students who reside In neighboring political districts will not, 
In general, be permitted to attend D0, C. Public Schools. 


2. However, students who wlll enter the 12th Grade In September, 
1969, will be permitted to complete thelr high school education in 
the D. C. Public School In which they were enrolled in June, 1969. 


3. Students who are granted such special permission to attend 
D. C. Public Schools will be required to pay their tuition fees 
prior to belng accepted for admission in September, 1969. 


F. TRANSFERS GRANTED 


1. Arecord of all transfers and denials will be kept In the 


Secondary School Office. 


2, This record of transfers and denlals will be aval lable to 
the Board of: Education. | 
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iy GENERAL SYALEMENL OF POTLTCY 


. 


All students will be assigned jn Septemboer, 1969, to the 


o 
e 


school. serving the attendance zone of their place of legal residence. 


B. REQUEST YOR TRANSEORS ce A RESVV OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS 


transfer students whose Jegal 


+ 


1. Principals are authoriazcd to 


place of xesidence xemoves them froin the attendance zone served by the 
a 


school they are attending. 


2. Principals are to determine the validity of the report of 
change of address and to dactermine the new school assignment for the 


e 
' e 


i student e 


3. Statements signed by parcnts, guardians, attorneys, notaries, 


' 


etc., to the effect the student wii be yesiding with a £riend or 


relative, are not acceptable as valid xeasons for transfer. 


4, If a student is mis-assigned or js attending a school on the 
basis of a false address, the transfer to the proper school is to be 
; 


effected jimediately upon aiscovery OL thicmNisStukes 
i: : - 


C. . REQUEST FOR OUT-OF-LOUNDARY PLACEMENTS BASED ON REASONS OTHER 
THAN CHANGE OF ADDSESS a= 


2. ALL othex requests or xreconmendations for transfcx axe to be 
referred to the Blcwnentary School Office. Such CvAngLOLs Wado 
considexed on the merits of each individual case and a decision made 
by the Blc@acntary School. Off)ce. Pransflex requests based on the 
assuncd inability of the schoo) to mect. the student's educational 


‘goals are not to be gxanted. 
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2. Information swounitted ly pourxrents, medical practitioners, ey 


attorneys, pvblic and private social sexvice agencies, etc., may 
e 


be considered in arriving at a decision, but the final responsibility 


o 


fox the decision will rest with the Elementary School Office, unless, > 


! 


yan evaluation by the dopartment of Pupil Personnel scems warranted. 


L£ this is dona, their xecownendation must be taken into consideration. 


Nhe final Gecision, however, rests with the bienentaxy School Office. } 

D. our-or-novinary PIACLHENTS ; | | ea 
A xecerd of all out~of-bovndary placements will be kept in 

CRATE Tone ene School Office. 


2. This record of out-of~-boundary placements will he avai lelble 


to the Boaréeé of Fducation. ; j 
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REASONS FOR TRANSFER 


Economie Hardship — We heer 
Medical Reasons | } 1 
Physical Handicaps | e 


Severe psychological conditions, that impair learning 


Diplomatic Requests 
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